Approvectfor Release 25p(pfO$(j7 j CIA-RDP79-0Qae8AD006001 00005-6 


KXS-22-74 
1 August 1974' 


MEMORANDUM TOt Mr. Sol Po.lo.nsky, Deputy Director 
Office of Soviet Union., Affairs 
Departriont of State 


25X1 A from 


Deputy Cli airman 

Interagency Advisory Group on Exchanges 


SUBJECT s Draft Quarterly Report on Inplenontation of U5-USSP. 

Bilateral , Agreements for the Second Quarter of 1974 


The attached comments are in response to your request of 23 July 1974 


We trust they are responsive to your needs. 



25X1 A 


Ci'./G'inr."' r;v 010650 
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31 July 1974 


MEMORANDUM FOR: 
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Coordinated Review on Draft Quarterly 
Report on Implementation of US-USSR 
Bilateral Agreements for the Second /R ; 
Quarter of 1974 


V 


1. Set forth below are comments prepared jointly by 
0SI and 0ER on the draft ninth Quarterly Status Report on 
the implementation of the US-USSR Bilateral Agreements. 



2. While giving a reasonably accurate and balanced- 
account of the Working Group activities during this quarter, 
the report lacks certain substantive details and comments 
that would present a more definitive assessment of the 
progress of the bilateral program. For example, on Page 15 
the statement is made that, the Soviets prepared a special 
report on their traffic enforcement system at the request 
of DOT but no further information is given on the scope 'and 
quality of this report. Such information would indicate 
how forthcoming the Soviets are being in this exchange. 

On Page 23 the section describing the Soviet presentation 
at the I'RI June meeting is another instance where a comment 
should have been added on the quality and substance of the 
Soviet offerings. 


3. With regard to the Stanford Research Institute 
June meeting in Moscow (page 23) , presumably information 
on the outcome of this meeting should be available -to State 
by now and, if so, some assessment of that meeting should 
be included. Again, in the section on Atomic Energy (page 2 
further elucidation on the US CTR program leaders’ assessmen 
would be useful. 
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SUBJECT: Coordinated ■ Review on Draft Quarterly 
Report on Implementation of US -USSR 
Bilateral Agreements for the Second 
Quarter of 1974 


4. In the section describing the Article 4 activities 
on Page 23 no mention is made of the recent cancellation of 
the Boeing and Lockheed protocols. Although these events 
post-date the period covered in the Quarterly Report, we 
believe they are of sufficient importance to warrant being 
noted in this report since these events represent a 
significant departure from all preceding Article 4 activity. 
Also with regard to the Article 4 Section, according to 
available information (MOSCOW 88B3, dated 11 June 1971) 
Burroughs has signed a protocol with the SCSI rather than 
a technical cooperation agreement.. Accordingly the last 
sentence of this paragraph should ’be changed, to read 
"...signed, technical cooperation agreements and/or protocols 
with the SCST..." 


5. With regard to the section on Water Resources 
(page 21) we note that according. to MOSCOW' 7726 , dated 
23 May 1974, the Embassy had received a' letter from the 
Soviet Working Group indicating the Soviet side planned 

to transfer the Cold Weather Construction Techniques project 
from the Water Resources Group to the Energy Working Group. 

We have seen no further correspondence explaining the US 
position on this or the final outcome of the Soviet plan, 
however . 

6. Our comments on the Apollo-Soyuz Test Project made 

on the 8th Quarterly Report- (see Attachment) also apply to 
the presentation in the Space Section on Pages 16-18* of this 
report. In addition, information on activities during the 
9th Quarter indicates the flow of data, on hardware is even 
more one way than before. Also it appears the US team 

will not get to examine the Soviet spacecraft until it is 

on the pad and. that the US crew will have more responsibilitv 
regarding spacecraft control during docking. 


• 25X1 A 

Chief 

Sciences and Science Policy Branch. 

Attachment: a/s 
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